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be addressed effectively in guidelines. If assessor! were to use guidelines in a strictly mechanical fash; m, without recognizing the importance of case-specific judgments, the quality of risk assessments could be diminished.
5o Uniform guidelines for effects other than can< ir are desirable, but typically they would be based on < ~" less extensive scientific data base.
The same reasons enunciated for the desirability < cancer guidelines impel the conclusion that guideline are needed to guide assessments of other effects. S< en-tific data available on these effects may be organize to provide useful information for assessing risk. In f< t, guidelines have already been developed for some of tl se (although never adopted by the agencies), i.e., guid< ines for mutagenesis (EPA, 1980; March of Dimes Birth Defc ts Foundation, 1981) and guidelines for reproductive anc teratogenic effects (ORNL/EPA, 1982; March of Dimes I rth Defects Foundation, 1981).
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